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ABSTRACT

A summer program aimed at mastery of instructional
objectives in reading and mathematics was provided for 110 deaf
children (5-14 years old), many of whom were from non-English
speaking or bilingual homes. Participants were administered, as a
pretest, selected criterion-referenced tests from the Santa Clara
Inventory of Developmental Tasks (Reading) and the BASE (Math)
Systems to ascertain individual instructional objectives for each
student. Findings showed that learning was nearly universal, with
many profoundly handicapped children mastering an impressive number
of instructional objectives; that the summer program was not a
reiteration of previously mastered curriculum; and that there were no
major departures from the program design. (Provided are tables with
statistical data and sample information forms.) (SBH)

S s 3 ok 3k o e ok ook ok 3k 3 ok ok ok o sk ok 3ok 3 ok ok ok ko ook ksl ol el ok ok ok sk sk ok ok ook ok ok ke ek ok ok Sk ok ok ok sk ok ok ok ok
* Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished

* materials not available from other sources. ERIC makes every effort *
* to obtain the best copy available. Nevertheless, items of marginal *
* reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the quality *
* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available *
* via the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). EDRS is not *
* -csponsible for the quality of the original document. Reproductions *
* _upplied by EDRS are the best that can be made from the original. *
sk ok ok s ok ok ok ok ok 383K ok ok 3k ok ok 3K ok sk ok ol ok ok ok Kok 3k o ok ok ok ok e ok ke ok o e ok ok ok ok ok 3 ok sk ok sk sk ok Kok ok ok ok ok %k

N




,l N

US DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
EOUCATIONA WE'.FANT
NATIONAL INSTITUL 7E OF

2 114 - re
EVALUATICN REDPOPT ___ EDUCATION

THis DOCUMENT HAS BEEN KEPRO-
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIMED FROM : "
THE PERSON LR ORGANIZATION OKIGIN- B/E #09-61605
ATING 1T POINTS OF VIEW DR OPINIONS
STATED DO NUT NECESIARILY REPRE.
SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION PCSITION OR POLICY

ED138005

Sunmer 1975 Propram
for
Deaf Children

The £ R0 Haciity las assigned

SCOPE OF INTEREST NOTICE
Evaluation Period '
this document tor processing

July 1 - August &, 1975 v & (- Kﬂ&h
L R

1’y our Judierrnent, this docurment
15 also of interest to the cleaning-
hauses noted (o the nght, Index.
1 shoubd retinct thew special
points 0 view,

Consultant/Evaluator
Dr. John A, Michael

An evaluation of a New York City School district

o . LEPN o ] -

cducaticnal project funded under Title I of the

Elemertarv and Sccondary Education Act of 1965
. . -

(PL. 89-10) perforned Tor the toard of Education

of the City of New Yoik for the Summer 1975,

5

—
2}
AUy

<
)
~
e
N
(S
Y DR, ANTHONY J. POIZIENI, DIRECTC
P e s e r
ECARD CF CZTUCATICN CF THIZ TITY OF NEW YCRK
OFFICZ OF ZDUCATIUONAL EVALUATICN
10 LIVINSSTON STREZIT. SARCCKLYNM N Y. 112
Q '
; '

E MC et

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Faowsea

R CORP R W

it

s bt N

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

TABLE OY CONTENTS

Chapter T. Program Description

Chapter 11. FEvaluatiou Yrocedures

General Program Objective.

Evaluation Objective #1
Subjects
Methods and Proccedures
Time Schedule
Data Analysis

Evaluation Objective #2
Subjects
Methods and Procedurc
Time Scheaule
Data Analysis
Evaluation Chjecctive #3

Data Loss

Methodolngical Limitations

Chapter ITI. VFiadings

Objective #1
Objecrive 2
Program Adcquacy

Prior Recommendations

Objective #3

Chapter IV. Summary of Major Findings, Conclusious,

and Recommendations

Summary
Conclusion /W
J

Recommendations

o

B/E #09-61605

Page

=

NN D=

wwwww

10

10



e s e o . A 1 e e Al e o

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Table "A"

Table "BY

Table "C"

T:_;bl(_' ”I)”

Table "E"

Appendines

B/E {#09-61605

LIST OF TABLES

Distribution of pupil non-mastery on pretest and no
posr-test follow-up

Distribution of pupil mastery of 1nstruct10n11 objec~-

tives prior to instruction

Distribution of pupil mastery by instructional objecc-
tives as a vesult of instruction

Distribution of the number of instructional objectives
mastered after instruction

Distribution of the percentage of pupils achieving
various levels of mastery of instructional objectives

Mailed Information Report (MIR)
Data Loss Form

Page

il

11

12

13

14



o s L LT T VO

PR St

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

B/ #09-61605

SUMMER PROGRAM FOR DEAF CHILDREN

Chapter 1. PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

The program is designed to provide for the education of 110 deaf
children manv who entered school late.  The participants in this program
arc profoundly deafl frowm ages 5 to 14, A major portion of these children
come from non-kEnglish speaking or bilingual homes and need additional
assistance in communication skills development., Participants are regardea
as cducationally disndvnntagod in view of their late entrance to school.

T summer program operated for 28 days, four hours cach day at the
Schoel for the Deaf, JH5-47M. A teacher-in-charyge, assisted by a gencral
assistant organized the program, planned oricentation sessions and supervised
all aspects of the program, empleving a sceff of 18 teachers, three school
zides, three cuucational assistants and one school secretary. Classes were
organized to provide: develepment of communication skills; learning Engli%h
as a sccond language; lip reading; basic language arts; health and physical
education development, cultural enrichment; arts and crafts activities rela-

ting to reading and mathematics skills development.

Chapter I1. FEVALUATIVE PROCEDURES

General Program Objective: To help pupils achieve mastery of instruc-

tional objectives in reading and mathematics which they fail prior to
inctruction as measured bythe Santa Clara Inventory of Developmental Tasks
(Reading) and the BASE (Mathematics) criterion referenced tests.

Evaluation Objective #1: To determine if, as a result of participation
in the program, 70 percent of the pupils master at least one instructional

objective which prior to.the program they did not woster.
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Subjects: All participants in the program.

Methods and Procedures: Pupils were assigned to classes on the

basis of school records and teacher judgment. The Santa Clara was
used as a leveler to determine instructional level, in the absence
of standardized test data. Repeated failure on an item indicated a
child's level. All participants were administered, as a pretest,
selected criterion-referenced tests from the Santa Clara Inventory

of Developmental Tasks (Reading) and the BASE (Math) Systems to ascer-—
tain individual instructional objectives for each pupil. For each
instructional dhjective diagnosed as requiring remediation (as
determined by pretest failure), a post-test was administered on an
individual basis after an appropriate interval of instruction. Tor
each instructionnl objective, results of passing and failing on beth
the pretest and the post—-test should be recorded on the Class Evalua-

tion Record (C.E.R.). */

e

Time Schedu]e{"zhe pretest was administered at th. oseginning

of the program; the post-test at appropriate intervals _hroughout the

life ot the program.

Data Analysis: Data were analyzed and presented in tabular form

ascertaining the percentage of participants demonstrating mastery or
non-mastery of each instructional objective (according to SED classi-

fication system) at initial testing, and final testing.

*/ The terms pretest and post—test when used in the context of an evaluation
based upon a eriterion-referenced instrument are interchangeable with the
terms entry test and mastery test.
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Evaluation Objective #2: To determine, &s a result of participation

in the wram, the extent to which pupils demonstrate mastery of instruc-—

tional . jectives.

Subjects:  Same as above.

Methods and Procedures: Same as above.

Time Schedule: Same as above.

Data Analywig: Data were analyzed and presented in narrative

N,
and tabﬁxgg fofﬁ”fafsﬁcertain each of the following. Tables are appended.
A, The distribution of pupils failing to demonstrate mastery
prior to instruction and not receiving sufficient instruction to

reccive the post-test.

B.  The distribution of pupils demonstrating mastery of objectives

prior to instruction.

C. The distribution of pupil mastery as a result of instruction

by instructional objectives.

D. The distribution of the number of objectives mastered as a

result of instruction.

j
} E.  Tae distribution of percentage of pupils achieving various
1 R .
1 . N . .
g levels of mastery of instructional objectives.
i
1 . , e . .
| Evaluation Objective #3: To determine the extent to which the program, as
i L2 L £ 2
} actually carried out, coincided with the program as described in the Project
Proposal.
—
{
O
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Data loss l //

The analysis excludes two pupils who attended only one half-day session.

tor the tally of children on Santa Clara developmental tasks, sec the next

paragraph.

Mcthodological Limitations

i

Devolopméntal tasks under the Santa Clara are not readil& mapped into
the State-designated classification of reading and math activities. In some
instances the Santa Clara devclopmental tasks (e.g., the ability to creep,
walk, run) resemble no reading.or math category inthe State schema, and hence
data on these tasks have been shown separately. In mény instances, mapping
was possible. Accordingly, the Santa Clara results are presented under the
appropriate reading or math caregory. (1 !

For 80 children, all Santa Clara tasks have been completely remapped.

The total for Santa Clara developmental tasks is reduced accordingly to 42.

Chapter III. FIL.IDINGS

Objective #1: Did 70 percent of the pupils master at lecast one instruc-

tional objective duriag the program?  Table "D" (appended) presents evidence

in the alfirmative. Fully 98% and 99% of the student body mastere& one or

mere instructiona; cbjective during the prpgram's course in reading and math
respectively. Indeed the average child mastered apbroximately eight objectives
in each arca. In addition 34% of the student body (42 pupils) mastered one

or more developmental tasks relevant to academic achievement during the program,
at an average rate of three tasks per child. 1In short, learning was necarly
universal, with many profcundly handicapped children masteriag an impressive

number of instructional objectives.

[REOPSRVRPFTININ AT T UL S R OrA Pro v U

Thesc results are not surprising. Observation shows the staff undertook
, instruction from the very beginning and continued in ecarnest throughout the
; program's duration. Also from observation, it can be reported that the program

administration cncouraged teachers ta give children a sense of accomplishment by

S passing post-tests / : 3 .
ERIC g pos s / |

Rrorrr rovieres oo Rl - / /
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Objective #2:  To what cxtent did pupils demonstrate mastery of inst ne-

tional objectives as a result of participation in the program? Addressing
this question with cvidencé beyond that already presented, we necd to consider
several issuces:
(a) to what extent did a demonstrated lack of mastery continue unchanged
throughout the program?
(b) to what extent did the program dwell on familiar territory on which
pupils had already gained mastery?
(¢) to what extent were the gains in learning patterned by subject matter?
and (d) to what extent werc pupils likely to succeed in mastering the objec-

tives they undertook?

Evidence on these issues follows.

(a) The extent of unattained objectives. Only 4% of the student body
failed 2 reading item at the pretest and subsequently did not master the
instrucrional objective by program's end. Similarly, in math, fully 97% of
the pupils faiiing a pretest item subsequently mastered the instructiocnal

objective. Virtually all of the Santa Clara developmental tasks reported

separately from the reading and math which were initially failed were later

passed. Table "A" prcsents the details.

"

Scveral factors account for this widesprecad achievement. Teachers were
encouraged to sct instructioral objectives rcalistically, in light of the

children's capabilities and the summer's time constraints. Morcover special

e L a e R AN B e o B

efforts were made by this hard-working dedicated staff to have cach chtld

accomplish his/her objective(s).

At er e et e n
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(b) The extent of fresh instructional objectives. Table "B" shows
how oft n pupils demonstrated mastery priér_to the program, éxpressed as a
percen - of all pretest attempts. In both rcading and math, nearly all
student.. in the program failed at least three out of every four instructional
objectives attempted. In reading, for example, 96% of the student body
demonstrated mastery of instructional objectives prior to instruction 25% of
the time or less. The comparable statistic for math is 97%. Only in the
develcopental tasks was there a higher rate of initial success: 73% of the
student% in the program sucﬁe~sfully completed better than three out of four

tasks prior to instruction.

Tge Significaﬁtly better showing on the ;anta Clara developmgntal'tasks
is due to classification of the more difficult developmental casks under the
appropriqto reading or wath activities, using the State-approved classification
schema.  This operation left the comparatively casier tasks (e.g., ability to
run or hop) in the category of developmental tasks. As Table "B'" shows, even
these proved difficult for a number of pupils in this pre.foundly handicapped
population.

In short, the summer's program was not a reiteration of previously masterex

curriciloam

(¢) Variability in learning by subject matter. Table "C" reinforces
the interpretation placed on Table "A'", viz. nearly universal achievement
On one instructional objective after another, all or nearly all youth who

attempted the objective ultimately attained it. The most difficult objective,

classification, foiled only 11% of the pupils attempting it.

(d) The likelihood of scholastic success. Table "E" shows the number
of instructional objectives cach child masterc !l as a percentage of all he

{(or she) undertook during the summer program. Tn both reading and math, a

i
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very high yroportion of the population (94% and 97% respectively) attained
mastery 90-1007 of the time. By contrast, only one program cnrollee failed
to ma - o osingle math or reading objective. Yet that same youngstrr did
attempt and master four developmental tanks. 1u fact, as Tahie "E'" shows,
pupils in the program invariably accomplished the developmental tasks which

had been set out for them.  In short, the program spawned achievement, not

i
pointless frustration, an interpretation corraborated by classroom obhserva-

\

¢

tion.

Program A dequacy

v
’

The materials -and facilities used by the program were adequate. The
pupils and staff persisted admirthy in the fuace of building rénovation,
wvhich caused noise and grir as well as dislocated the program's adminis-
tra: -¢ porsonnel.

i tie basis of the cvidence supplied above and on-the-scene observa-
tions, the proéram is servicing the neceds of the specific target population
for which it was designed. This is a crucial consideratidn in deciding
whether to continue the program, since many parties —- the children's families
included —- are limited in their ability to meet the special ncods cof this

population,

Prior Recommendations

In evaluating the 1974 Summer Program, Dr. Merrill T. Hollinshead had
recommended increasing staff for classes of deaf pupils with intellectual

limitations. Tmplementing the sugpestion, a class was established for

PUDAY VRV * 3 LD TV VU S,

retarded (CRMD) voungsters, sta:fed by a specialist in that ficld.

Objective #3: To what extent did the -actual program coincide with the
ybjecrive =3 ' i
- P
proposdl design? There were no major departures {row the program design.

Several minor variations should be mentioned, however. Also difficulties

O

ERIC . | ,
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encountercd in the implementation of the design are reported below. -—
The program Uosiyu{ required the use of the results of a May. 1975
Title I city-wide test as a "leveler'", i.c., as a basis for grouping
children into instructional groups. Children at the Scheol for the Deaf
&
were not administered such a test. Hence classroom assignments were based
on school records, teacher judgment, and the éhildren's perfqrmancc on the

Santa Clara Inventory of Developmentol Tasks. Repeated failure on a test

item established a child's instructional level. This test usage registered

substantial pupil "mastery" on developmental tasks initially. The frequency
with which mastery was obscerved (Table B) reifleets this use of the Santa
Clara rather thar a tendency on the part of the staff to reiterate curriculum.

The design structured partially incompatible requirements, The results
of the Santa Clara are not always recadily transcribed into the State-approved
classification of recading aud math activitiecs. During the summer, teachers
used two scoring schemas, recording their activities sometimes in terms of
the Santa Clara recording schema and at other times in terms of thd State-

13 . 13 P
approved system. Where possible, activitics recorded under the Santa Clara
system have been reclassified by the evaluator to conform to the State
classificaticn schema. As this was not always possible, a residuc¢ of Santa
Clara items huaveg been reported in the tables and MIR Secction ITI, Ttem 30.
: 4 ) A
r j . . . . ! " u/l n.\' : 1 i
The rtgqired, heading in Rdﬁle A" ("Number of Instructional Objectives

Failed") was amended by adding "Without Follow-Up'". The statistic refers not

to pretest failure aloneg, but to pretest failure with a post-test follow-up.
.

-t
(-
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Finally several minor difficulties in test administration and data
collection were encountered in the shift to a new type of test, i.e., cri-
terion referenced testing. For one thing, the method of recording post-
test results used by the program departed somewhat from the official Class
Evaluation Record schema, in that no symbol wias used to signify post-test
or post-test failure. Thus an "E" on the program’s records might reflect
¢ither no post—-test or post-test failurc. ’lQS cffect of this recording
crror upon the data is to understate the apparent amount of instruction
taking place during the summer in Table "A".

Some confusion resulted from the adoption of a new type of test.
Teachers struggled with the tendency of criterion-referenced tests to direct
the path of instruction, as opposed to adopting test—items that it a
preconceived course of instruction. Maintaining a new recording system on
a daily basis throughour rhe program's duraticn censtituted a sizcable
clerical task, cspecially for teachers who individuate thoir instructional
objectives. Finally, the evaluator did not pavticipate in the initial orien-
tation to the new tests and their administration. Conscequently he was of
minimal assistance to teachers and the prograw coordinator when questions
about the initial puidance arose.

Many of these difficulties could be avoided by a careful review of

.

testing materials and rvecording devices by the evaluator and proyjram adminis-

trator in pre-program conferences before personnel training.

e

Chapter IV. SWMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCLUSIC

S, AND RECOIMHERDATTONS

summary

The summer program serves a population which penerally has few, if any,
options for development-conducive activiticos doring the sumner. o oseeking
to advance this handicapped population's copnitive development , many Mo

i)
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than 707 (Objective #1) attained onc instructional objective. Indeed, the
averasg. “wil attained nearly cight instructional items in reading and math
cach. .. short, learning ' : widespread (Objective #2).

The program was instituted as written (Objective #3) with but minor
exception. However the adoption of criterion-referenced testing complicated

the program's implementation and evaluation.

Conclusion
The data give the clear impression that this program advances the cogni-

tive growth of handicapped youngsters.

Recommendat ions

The program should definitely be continued. This“recommondution is
predicated on the demonstrated progress of students over the summer and on
the basis of the lack of meaningful summertime opticas for deaf children.
The costs of this program are small compared to the long-run costs that
would be exacted by failure to develop deaf children into ecconomically pro-
ductive adults.

As for propram evaluation, Iinstruments should be selected in conjunction
with the development of other program components. Where a new mode of testing

is adopted, as in the present instance, the evaluator should participate in

pre-program conferences and any workshops on test administration, so as to
assict the propram coordinator and other program personnel .n the design and

performance of their test-administration responsibilities.

ERIC
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TABLE "A"

2
|
|
|

;
DIST. .© TION OF PUPIL NON=-MASTERY ON PRETEST AND NO POST-TLST FOLLOW-UP
Numbcr 1 Instruct tonal Number of Percentage
Objectives Without Follow-lp Pupils of Pupils
Reading:
3-4 1 1 P -
1-2 4 : 30~
None A7 96
122 100
Math: : .
1-2 4 3
Noue 118 97
122 100
Developmental Tasks!:
' 122 100

Noue

TABLE "B"

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL MASTERY OF INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES PRIOR T0O INSTRUCTION

Percentage of Mastery of Number of Percentage
Instructional Objicctives Pupils ‘ of Pupils

Reading:

76-1007 0 0
51- 75% 2 2
26~ 50% 2 2
0- 25% _118 96
122 100
Math:
76-1G07 . 0 0
51- 757 1 1
26~ 507 3 2
0~ 257 _118 97
122 100
Developmental Tasks:
76--1007% 31 73
51- 757 3 8
26— 50% 8 19
0- 25% 0 0
42 100
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TABLR nCn

PISTRIBUTT ™ JOF PUPIL - ASTFARY BY INSTRUCTIONAL OBJFCTIVE AS A RESULT OF INSTRUCTION

Instruct? T jective Ratlo of # punils achievine mastary Parcentage of
A punile gtiampting mastory of Mastery
Math:

1101 377/378 100

1102 17/17 _ 100

1103 7/7 100

1107 83/83 100

1108 27/27 ' 100

1109 39/39 ' 100

1110 L4 100

1205 57/57 100

1301 , - 30/30 100

1305 28/29 97

1305 22/22 100

1601 ' 179/179 100

, 1602 48/ 50 96/
- 1603 10/10 100

///’ Peeding: :

- 2101 268/268 100
2102 43/43 . 100

2104 11/11 100

. 2105 6/6 100

2110 16/16 100

. 2203 515 100
2204 6/6 - 100

. 2207 24 /24 100

2301 33/33 100

2305 35/35 100

2402 L2/u7 89

240 60/60 100

2405 - L2/u2 100

2405 16/16 100

2407 137/137 100

2408 5/5 100

2409 103/104 99

2413 12/12. 100

Devolopmental Tasks: ,

Motor Coordination 11/11 : - 100

Visual Motor 8/8 100

Visual Paercention 14/14 100

Visual Momory 17/17 100

Auditory Parcontion 25/25 100

Auditory Vomory 16/16 100

Lanruaze Davelonmant 26/26 100

Conceptual Davelopment 15/15 100
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 TABLE npn

DISTRIP™ ™ OF THF NIPRFR OF INSTRUCTIONAL O3JFCTIVES MASTERFD AFTFR INSTRUCTIO}

Number strustional Numbsr of Percentage of
X joctin . Mastaered Pupils Pupils
Reading:
None 3 2
1.2 7 6
34 15 12
5-6 . 22 18
7.8 ' 41 kA
© 9.10 22 1lu
11.12 5 i
1314 1 1
15.16 0 0
17-18 6 -5
122 : 100
Math:
None 1 1
1-2 14 6
- 3 - 3 3
5.6 21 13
\ 7-8 35 30
9-10 24 21
1112 12 10
13-14 5 4
15«15 3 3
17-18 1 1
19.20 0 0
21-22 3 3
122 00

beveloprnental Tasks:

None ‘ None None
! 1-2 ' 13 31
; 3-4 19 45
i 3 -~ 4 10
; 7-8 6 14
: 42 100
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TABLE tEn

DISTRIBUTION OF PFRCENTAGE 2F PUPTLS ACHIFVING VARIOUS LEVELS OF MASTFRY OF
INSTRUCTIONAL JBJECTIVES

Percentaze of Mastery of Number Psrcantage
Instructional Jo jectivas of of
(# Oblactivas Aehinynd) Pupils Pupils

(f D lactives At soatnd )

Taetling: =
90-100
80-82
7079

% 116
%
b4
6069 %
3
%
1
1
4

H
o B

50-59

4049

30-39

. 20-29
10-19 _

0-9 % L L

Math:
90,100 119 97
80-89 ¢ 1 1
70-79
60-69
50«59
LOo45
30-39
20-29
10-19 ¢

0-9 ¢

TR AR VA A DN R

2

&l

Davslopmentel Tesks:
90-100% L2 , 100
80-89
70-79
60-69
50-59
lo-L9
30-39
20-29
10-19
0-9
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: 0FITCT OF TOUCATICHAL T
| ' (sttach to ¥R, item #30)

A o
: In this table eater !l pata Loss information, Detween ¥IR, item 30 and this form, oIl participants “a
\ . / . ' . o ; !
{o each activity cust be accounted fore The component and activity codes d\@d in completion of iten 30

sheuld be used hede so that the two tables match, See definitions belos table for further “astructions,
: My @ @ () | (6)
Componeat | Activity | Croup | Test [Total | Number | Participants | Reasons why students were not tested, or if
Code | Code |1, |Used [N |Tested/| Hot Tested/ tested, were not analyzed
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Where . .cral grades are combined,

(1) Identify the participants by specific grade level (e.gi, grede 3, grade 9),
eater the last two digits of the component code,

) Tdentify the test used and year of publication (HAT-70,

) Yumber of participants in the activity,

) Nuzber of participants included dn the pre and posttest calculations found on itemdd0,

!
4
5) Yuzber and “vrcent of perticipants not tested and/or not enalyzed on {tenit30,

E\T']&, (":tC.) ’

(2
(3
(
(

(6) Specif* a1} reasons why students were not tested and/or analyzed, For each reason specified, provide a sepsrate

18 RIC

nzher count, 16 any further docurentatdon is svailable, pledse attach to this form, If further space {s 1

== 0ded to uyiolly and exolefn data logs, attach additional pages to this form,



ealhelh
R e B @

-
f

ORFICE OF FOUCHTIOML JVALUKTION = DATA 1035 FQRM ,
(accach to NI, iten $30) * Function ¢ 09-61605 ~
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should be used here go that the two tables match, See dofinitions below table for further Mnstructions.

o] @ 6 @ 5) | (6)
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Code Code |1.D, |Used | N |Tested/| Hot Tested/ tested, were not analyzed
Analyzed__Analyzed Nuzber
ol Reagon
Santa . Attended only one session 1
Clara
61O 19 L L 71200 [pre-K} (74) | 8 ] 1 12
Actended only one session 1
61919413 ] 72013 Y 5] 1 2
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1

(1) Tdentify the participants by specific grade level (g, grade 3, grade 9). Where several grades ere comblned,

eazer the last two dipits of the component code.
() Tdeatify the test used ard year of publication (iA7-70, SDAT-T74, etc.).
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(4) Macver of participants fncluded in the pre and posttest calculations found on ftemfi30,
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Specify 1l reasons why students were not tegted andfor enalyzed, For each reason specified, provide a separste
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4[]2ii::ter count, of any further docurentation 19 available, please artach to this form, If further space {s
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